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VERIFICATION OF INSPECTiON 
• -

This is to verify that on ......:~h:;·eJ,..,=:U..~-......Jl._. __ !..19...t...J9c..:S~--- lfJl inspection of ---------

_...!G;~I'io!,.(_r~)V..t--=·J).k::::~"..l<:0"'"w.lo:::op.f..~o""~"'S:.-""'!<>±~-l...C_o,a__"'"Ib..:r:r£:£:·:.._ __________ was conducted by the 

undersiifled representatives of the Indiana Department of Environmental Manacement, Office of Solid and 

Hazardous Waste Manacement. The inspection was conducted to determine compliance with the Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRAI, IC 13· 7, and rules promulcated pursuant to those statutes. 

A summary of violations and concerns noted durinc the inspection were verbally communicated to the 

undersicned comp¥ny representatives durinc the inspection. The company is encourqed to correct. 

deficiencies as soon as possible. Corrections made and verified durinc the inspection may still be cited as 

violations; however, prompt action will be taken into consideration in detennininc the resolution to any 

enforcement action which may be taken. 

Your company will be sent a prelimillllry summary of the violations identified u a result of the i,;;ect.ion 

within thirty (301 days of the inspection. The summary may identify violations not noted dur>nc the 

inspection if they surfaced u a result of a more extensive analysis of the rul• or further review of rac!orda in 

the po-sion of the Department. The company is eneouraced to contact the inspector to clarify· any 

misunderstandinp which you believe may be refiected in the inspection summa.ry. 

IDEM: Prill* Name Slpa&ura Poeidon Pbone# Date 

2.1~ 

!)1l' J- ic 7 I <- Z. I ~ 

Company: PriDr.d Naa~ Slpablra Date 

Company MaillDI Add ..... 
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DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATIONS 
Gary Development Corporation 

IND 077 005 916 
INSPECTION OF January 30,1995 

The following on-going violations were noted during the inspection. Site conditions have not 
changed since the previous inspection. These violations are being addressed in on-going 
enforcement actions. · 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Page #8 
Page #19 

Page #9 

Page #9 
Page #10 

Page #11 

Page #12 

Page #13 
Page #14 

Page #16 

Page #16 

Page #25 
through 
Page #30 

40 CPR 265.13(a)1 
Gary Development Corporation had not made any waste determinations 
for leachate from the landfill. 

40 CPR 265.13(b) 
Gary Development Corporation did not have a detailed waste analysis 
plan on file at the facility. 

40 CPR 265.15(a) and (b)2 
The Operator had not conducted inspections of the facility for 
deteriorations, malfunctions, operator errors and discharges of hazardous 
waste, nor does the facility have an inspection schedule at the facility. 

40 CPR 265.15(d) 
The facility did not maintain an inspection record or log of operator 
inspections at the facility. 

40 CPR 254.16(d)(1), (2), (3) & (4) 
The facility did not have any personnel training records at the facility 
for review. 

40 CPR 265.51 
Gary Development Corporation did not have a facility contingency plan 
on-site available for reView by the inspector, nor had the facility 
attempted to make arrangements with local authorities. 

40 CPR 265.112(a) & 329 lAC 3.1-14-3 
The facility did not have the closure and post closure plan available on­
site for review by the inspector, nor closure and post closure cost 
estimates available. 

40 CPR 254.73(a) 
The facility did not have an operating record. 

40 CPR 265 Subpart N & 329 lAC 3.1-10-1 
All or the violations in this part of the report 
(Landfill Appendix) are being cited as part of an on-going enforcement 
action between the USEPA and Gary Development Corporation, 
regarding hazardous waste landfilling activities at the site. 




